
'j

.: . .,:
~: The further speclrum~equ~~ts for ali)' ofthc;dl~al CDMA, TDMNFDMA
ond Regional European systeMS, in ackJitiOt(~ IIDountalOcntlflw in \he labte, shalt be
considered on a caSe by cas~ basis by.I~CEPT B~~ when luqh.rcqulrcmcnt. arc:idcnlificd to
meet system design criteria or to cater'forthe &rOWtb·lntJ:amc~ i' '. . '. ... . . '.' . r '.

~otc 2: The desiption of frcquo.ncle$ ~o·.R:lion.l £u~an Iystemi _II be such that
those employing COMA and TDMA teehnologybC ~plemenled .tartinlfi'omtho f"qucn~y

limit l;CpllratingCD~ and TDMA systems•..." .,,;.. . .

!'.

-...

.'~ ~, ,"

Note ~: Global systc~~ orRealonalsyslcms ~tifch .ct~ mi1clton~ criteria idcntjficd
in Annex 2 may operatc withiDthc·bond. lubject. to -.ecesafut frc<luency co-ordination with
other services, The spccificbands~ithin whic~these. 'Y~mj may operate, in t~lc)nl term
shall be identified in due Course. , ': ',' '.: .. ' '. ':. ~: .' ' . '.

• I, '••

: :. :.,,' : I: .' ' ,
Note 4: A Rcaional European sySJCnl is a s~em' with IilCrileo area that is not global,
but cxtendin& over Europe or posrt lhc~of w~lh ~h.c 'posslblo_ ~lu'lon of a ,clion, outside of
Europe; Resional and ~topCan .ystems that e.n,~ cbordliiatt4 wit,,· oJobat systems nlust use
the band scgment designated tor Global.ys~~ ... ,',,' , : ',!' '...' "

, I', .

~: The band ~PCDts r,)r OiObaliystclil, must bc,;~$cd ~y systemS that COver pan
of 1111 RClioD 2 Or parts of IrtJ Reports l'~nd 3non~.djaca. to EurOpe'. Dc band limits to
the Global systems arc sUbj"t to r~view~.i~·~~~rd~C¢ with""'~~S .6... ' ,

· '. ,!.
,'1

Note 6: 'lblS Z:It 20 MHz baDd'Y.icfth )dc~tifie-d is Cor ~ introiSucdon of'l1obal and
regional-European S-PCS s)'Stcm. tQ~. impi~entodbcifO{e ;l.JaniJiry 2001. it Is expected
thai with further discussions:~ ~and~~ ·~qUl.ted I'f)fV~S 'sYstems to be implemc'ntcd
before 1 January 2001 will be furtbCr~fincd.AI(hou&h the wtillifkatlono( the ~dl would
a.'isist the deployment of S~PCS, It is'Qpc~d t~ ;~he :act~' nir,ritioo '0(- ext.liDI Iystcms
wiU be subject to the actual i~ple~cntatioJ ..of S-PCS~.' ~;' l~;' .... " , .. ' .

. '.' '.' .. , . . :' ,

i ..,

•

: : t,·:
, .;.' :' '. : .F

" I

· ,"

.' .
.,' ", j' .'

, .
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:.," . ,', ...
.,' :'

• :.,' II' ...... ' •

. , ::. ;! ..
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Nntjftc:atloll by the sateUhe network o~roltQr of tbe 'completion or .he Critical Desia"
Review ':

!
Clarification:

To determine that real plOarCSS has bccJl made in the manufacture, of the apaccerofts,
thus by-passina .lhOst contracts. and .paper I&tclliies.~ rcfcmce should be made to the
Critical Dcsisn Review, which ii the Itaac in the'pa~craft implementa}ion process,
where the design and dcYelopmcDt phase eodland tbe minu(lCwrinl phase starts.]

, " "/ '

'! I

, I

4. Satellite launch contract
I
; :

Clarification and definition:
..;..

The satellite launch contract would. "~ablishthC bindinli airecmen. 10 launch latellites
to provide it commercial scrvicc!This eontiac:t, with 4ctan of ~aunch datel. launch
services and the bunch indemnity c:ontr~ct ~ld be ~YIIl.blc for inspection by the
ERe. The required confidentiality to be .....ced ~twee.t:2 the participating menlbcrs of
the ERe anc! the other party (satcllltcopcrat~r) C<!n~rn,.

I. '
I

IS. Nntiricatipl\ by the satellite network oQCfIltnr of the completion of the Coupled 1.015111\1
Analy*is 'r '

.. ;

Clarificution and definition:

, " , I, "

Tn determine that real propcss ba~ been ft18ide toward launCh. thus by-pulina .post
contracts.; reference should be mad.e, to the Q)upled 1PIdina Analysis which ia the
stase in the Iatellite llunchinl: process; wbe~ Mechanical and environmental
conlpatibiUt)' between the launch "~hict~ anddlo s~ciltt i,achieved.l '

i '. ,

(6.

7.

Succc~sful frequency cqwdinatioD withip the 'CEPT

Ollrificat1on and definition:

To be developed.]

Contract fnr aateway Itations

, !
I,

I
, I

'i
'j
.; .

L
.I,

! .

,

Ourification and definition:
, . I,

" ' ' ,:" 'I',
TIie contract for the construction,'Ind instiJlat~Of pt~way atacioDl WOQld atabUsh
the bindilll apemeut to .8t.bl~ pteways' to, pr~ a~erclal '1erYk:c. Thil
contract should be llvajJabl~ for 1nIpc,:dol) hy ,h,i MRri, n," C'ODflcJentisl;ty roquired

,'. ' ",,' ',: .\'." "

..' , .....:. . ': r ~ .
I,

.' ... !
I'
i
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ADnex~

Milestones tor the frltroduetloft 'ofS-PCS within the lilnd. 16.1 - 1'26.5 Mill,
2483.!I - 2!OO ~lIz, 1980 - 2010 Mltl lnet 2170 - 2200 Mllz

; , I

INTRODUCTION

TIle key milestones listed below rclatinglo the brInging into :Operation of each of the S-pes
have been art31\Icd in chronoloaical order. ' i

(A MilClitnnc Review CUnlmittee (MRC) s,hall he cstablishedin order to c~amine whether the
milestone criteria are met (Of the satellite ly5tcms applyinl f9r speetrunl in the band covered
by this Decision. It will only be (;ompo~tl 01 nlcmbcrs or ~c CEPT administrations thnt
have C(,lmmittcd themselves to apply this 1)ccisiun.) .

t
~ .

r.

MILESTONES
,
I

"

1. Suhmi~sion hy the admini~tratinn rc.'ROnsihls: for the H'cllite Intern of the request for
coordination (lnfarnlntion according to Appendix 3 '0 Q1c '.uio R5Plltions) to the ITU

2. ~~~llitc m<muracturin~ contract

Clarification and definition:

This relates to a binding agreement (commltmCl\t to fU~; sec Nette) fur the nlanufacturc
of s;ltcllitcs. The contract should identjfy lhe construetion mUeltoftc& Icadinl to the
completion ot manufacture of. .alcUitel (.~ pro~SI payments] required for the
commc~ial service pto\·ision. The docu'men~ rclaliDI:to this IIfcclDCDt, 5i&ncd by the
~tcllitc network npcratur and tbe satellite manufueturina CUinpauy, must be Ivailahlc
for in~pcctjon by the MRC. The conf*ntiaUty rcquirid h.. to be acrccd between the
menlb<:rs o( the MRC 8Jld the other patey (htellitc npcrruor) concerned.

I

NOle; If the satellites arc ma1\UfliClurcd by the same camp4ny rcprcscntil1& the satellite
nctwork operator, then the decision to mll1ufac:tute satellites will amount to a
commitment made by the c:onlpany a'ild not a ~ontrac~ issued by the company. In tbis
case the necessary OOcunlcntation should be made available fot inspection by the MRC.
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r ..•.
h<llC to be agreel1 hetween the members of the MRC and the Other party (satellite
operator) concerned. .:'

R. L'\unch of s~temtc5

. Comment from the United King.Jom:

This nli1estonc nlay JlQ.! be required since the milestone on (aunch COntract should
identify the luuneh dates for the satellites required for the conlmcrclal services. Thu!Il
the cumpliance with the launch ~hedulc Ithould be examined the previous milestone.

I

Comment from Iridium:
I

Thi~ milr.~tnnr. should be maintained. This ~vcnt is I¥'t suhsumed under the launch
contract, but 15 a ,;cparate event in its own rlabt. The d~n:"rcn<:c is one of promise verllU!l
performance. The lnunch contrlct milestone il lignificarit because it evidences a seriuus
intent to launch a system. The actuul launch is slanlfiant bc~'\use It il In crfccluation
of th~ eommitnl~nt ;Iud the eonfirmQtiun that the operat~r has apent Coven Ulorc fuml... II)

13unch the satellite actually.

.r

,

9. J.'[uvision of the si.t~llite service within CEoPI'

CIAriCiC<ltion and Jcfinilion:

The commercial service should be ~vllilablc befor~ the bclinnln, of the year
(2000](2001} in the 1.612.5 Ollz bantls arid before the bo.inniD& of tho yoar 2001 in the
2 OH7, ban~s with the number of spacecraft ItJentified' under the previous milestones
having hccI11aunchcd and available for services withfn.:the CEPT. [It should be no;cd
thnt certain S-PCS services phuU\cd for aperatlon wirhin the frequency bandJe jdcntifi~

in the Decision do not provide 100'" ((lVeraaC of the C$PT. Thus tbe complial1ce with
the milestone Rhuuld me3ft provisinll of s~lvi\:c; within the cov..:.itgc arca identified at
the outset by the satellite netWork oper~tor.J .:

ouuoooo
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Purpo••
The purpose of this dowment Is twofold: ..

- Qive a general overview of the procedure to be set up for handling applications for a licence
10r S-PCS spectrum. . .

• identify.the questions that need to be answered before the procedure can be finalised.

The Procedure•

An overview of the procedure is givenln the flow chart attached to this document. The most
important issues are:

Before any applications can be taken into consideration C1ertain requirements and criteria will
have to be complied with. The appropriate teams of ERe and ECTRA will have to co-operate to
define these requirements and criteria.

A separate, independent committee will advise\t.'. administrations on the issue Whether cr not
an application or an applicant fulfilled the stated ,..qulrements and criteria.

Administrations will only take into account applications that are accompanied by the opinion of
the committee. . ,

., ..~ ldtb It~ lfNr!'8 but
An applicant that f1ll!!' the initial requirements and criteriaLwiII. have to meet additional
milestones before 8111Cince Is .Issue~~ Fall~ to meet those milestones may result in the
rejection of the application. In that case the spectrum concerned may be reallocated.

Questions that need to be an,wered
Before finalizing the procedure, the following questions need to be answered:

- what are the requirements and criteria to be met bef9re an application js taken into
r.onrl~idArAtinn? '

- what are the responsibilities and the competence of the committee that advises on the
compliance with the criteria and milestones? . ' ! . .

• what means does this committee have to perform its duties"?:

- What will be the legal basis for this committee?
• no formal basis?
.. ERe decision?
.. other?

What will be the role of the 8~ministratlons and what is the relationship between
administrations and the committee??

• How is this committ•• to be formed? .
.. a CEPT created body such al • project t.em or. grOup?
.. another body such as an MoU? " ,

-,

I
t,
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Ctn-rjDnti,n, to tbe Flow Cblfj

The flow chart gives In example of a procedure f~r the harmolLiHd introduction of S
I'CS in I!.urope. It iI meant to facilitate discussio,n with~ the rdevant CEPT bodies on the
procedures and entities needed in order to award liconsesand desisnate hq,ueneics to In S-PCS
operator. ' , .

Below are some clarifications to the diffcreni ~teps i~ 'the procedure.
. . . .. .:'

1. Applicants must submit all relevant information. em, mutt identify what this
inronnation is. ie what are the initiil criteria. whatvethe m~estoncs? etc.

. . . '..
. , .' . '. :

2. An entity (committee) must checlc the initialcriterl,l. Initial criteria ~uld be the request
for coordination (lTU). financial criteria. technical criteria, etc. The ,list of criteria needs to be
established. " ;,,' - " , ',' i . ' ,

3. If the initial criteria art not mel theoperalQT is informed Iccordinalyand no provision III
license is issued. A provisionallieense m~ns that a,license is issued aabjec:t to the tulfilment of the
milestone. (sec 5) . '; ,

.1

4. Administrations issue a p.:ovisionallicense preterably based on an Be Decision tor that
system. In this way it will be possl~le to ~ake • decision in I, harmonised way i.e. the Crequencies
for a particular system can be harmonised acron Europe. Bbed on the information submitted by
the applic:ant this Decision could abo' cont.it:' che date orr.milello~eI t~ which the operator
must comply, , , '",.'., . I ,

s. An entity must assess and review' tile' mileston~~.t have·~ set for a particular
system. Milestones are elear andununbiauous aehi.vemenu' within the dtMIopment of a satellite
system which show th.t the system is on.ill way tObeccmina "'ity~Exampies ofmilestones are
contracts for the building ofSlteUit~ la"nchcontraeu, operuion orme system etc.

': " : ' .1

6. It on the date that I cenain milestone, shouldb'ei\llfUled by I p..,icular operator this
operator has not shown ita comPliance.... then administratioPi ate, informed acCordingly and an
explanation from the operator is isk," for. Based on t~~ ,explan'alion administrations should
decide in a harmonised way. i.e. on a" internationalle~'el if. new milestone date is to be set or if
the provisionallicensl is to-ISo revoked.', '; , .

i
,I

'!.

•

':

',\'

i
:1

I '

" ' \

i •
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